Error rates associated with

Fairbanks, Alaska




|




Distance Estimation Training Exercise

at constant volume
» ~ 3 day intervals




1 d
2

34

w w w w
n-a 1n-10 2020 2N-20 4n-49

4.0

RN-RO

3.01

2.0 +

1.0 4

0.0 III

-2.0 «

-3.0 «

o

10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49

60-69

4.0

3.0 1

2.0+

00 +¥—-—— E

-1.0 o

-2.0 o

-3.0 «

4.0

3.0 ¢

2.0 +

1.0 4

0.0

1.0 4

-2.0 «

-3.0 «

4.0




4.0

3.0 1

2.0+

1 - = |
T —~III — I 0.0 = — I "

o 1.0

n -2.0 ¢

-1 3.0 4

0-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 50-59 60-69 70-79 80-89 90-99  100-124 125-150 0-9 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 80-89 100-124 125-150

00 1019 2029 4049  60.69 7079  80.89  90.99 100124  125.150 1019 2020 3039 4049 5050 6060 7079 9099  100-124 125150



Result #1: potentially problematic?




Result #2: potentially problematic?

open:closed) especially in patchy/variable
habitat




Detection distances (real data)
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Result #3: potentially problematic?




Absolute error

Observer variation - Field
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Absolute error

Observer variation - Forest
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Observer variation




Course Future?

estimation rates over longer timeframe
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